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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 1 0, 1 4-1 7, 1 9-20, 22, 24, 26, 41 , and 47-48 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and 
distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 10 recites the limitation "and adhesive and a zipper" in line 3 of the claim. 
It is unclear whether the phrase "and adhesive and a zipper" is meant to list the 
mechanisms separately or as a combination. The same applies to Claim 1 9 where the 
limitation "and adhesive and a zipper" is recited again in third line of the claim. 

Claims 14-17 each recite the limitation "the flap". There is insufficient antecedent 
basis for this limitation in each of these claims. There is no reference to a flap in claim 7 
or 1, on which claims 14-17 depend. For examination purposes, claims 14-17 will be 
considered dependent on claim 13, which does make reference to a flap. 

Claim 20 recites the function of the flap but fails to include structure to support 
that function. The flap is defined in preceding claims to be attached to the car seat 
cover where only a portion of the flap is removable. This claim has not set forth how the 
entire flap can be removed from the cover. 

Claim 22 recites "about sixteen inches and about nineteen inches" in lines 2-3 of 
the claim. Using the relative term "about" to further define the range of length in claim 
21 (which already uses the term "about" to limit the length of the shoulder strap 
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openings) renders claim 22 indefinite and fails to further limit claim 21 . Since "about" is 
not defined by the claim, "about sixteen inches and about nineteen inches" in claim 22 
is considered the same as "about fifteen inches and about twenty-five inches" in claim 
21 , lines 2-3. The same applies in claim 24, line 2 and claim 26, line 2 where the 
relative term "about" is used to limit the approximate length recited in claims 23 and 25 
for the shoulder strap opening and the crotch strap opening, respectively. 

Claim 41 does not set forth any steps involved in limiting the method of protecting 
a car seat recited in claim 40. A method claim is indefinite when it recites a limitation on 
the structure of the invention without any steps on how to use that structure. The same 
applies in claim 47 where the method of protecting a car seat does not include any 
steps involved in performing that method. 

Claim 48 recites the limitation "the buckle" in line 5 of the first paragraph of the 
claim. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. For 
examination purposes, paragraph 1 - line 5 of claim 48 will be considered to read, 
"anchor point attached to the frame and a buckle, the buckle being configured..." 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1, 4-12, 38-39, 48-50, and 52 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
being anticipated by Kassai et al. [US 6,481,794 B1]. Kassai et al. (fig. 30-52) discloses 
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a child car seat 2000 for carrying and protecting a child having a cover 960/970 of 
flexible material that is placed between the seat frame and the child to protect the seat 
and provide added comfort. Kassai's seat has a cushion (col. 10, lines 41-46) and a 
five-point harness system with a matching cover. The seat cover 960/970 possess 
these notable features: 

■ The cover's design mimics the shape of the seat frame such that it can be 
secured over the seat frame and about the frame's edge, and also has a belt 984 
(fig. 38) to further secure the cover to the frame. 

■ A removable headrest 950 with bottom pad 952 and guard pad 954. The 
headrest also has belts 956 for securing the headrest to the cover. 

■ Strap slots 974a, 976 for the shoulder and crotch straps to be pulled through. 

■ A removable canopy 5003 (fig. 51-52) attached to the cover with belts 5007 and 
5008, having an edge 5003a to maintain the canopy shape. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 
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2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

6. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

7. Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kassai et 
al. in view of Schutz [US 4,478,453]. The structure disclosed previously for Kassai's 
cover lacks detail of the border material. Schutz teaches a car seat cover 12 (fig. 1-4) 
with an elastic border 42 to further secure the cover to the car seat frame. It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to modify Kassai's 
cover to have an elastic border in view of the teachings of Schutz in order to better 
secure the cover to the seat frame. 

8. Claims 3, 32-36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kassai et al. in view of Allbaugh [US 6,428,098 B1]. Kassai's car seat cover does not 
recite details of the cover's material except that it is flexible. Allbaugh's child seat cover 
10 (fig. 3, 12-14) is adaptable for use in various child seats (col. 8, lines 4-8) and 
teaches the cover is washable, water/stain resistant (col. 5, lines 30-41) and made of 
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disposable materials such as reinforced paper (col. 6, lines 21-25). The cover has 
string ties 35 to tighten the cover's border about the seat frame. Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to 
modify Kassai's cover to have the features of Allbaugh, in view of Allbaugh's teaching, 
in order to maintain cleanliness of the seat. While Allbaugh teaches the material and 
securing mechanisms of a child seat cover, it has become conventional to have the 
cover of a child seat made of a material that allows for washing and/or disposing, having 
a border made of any one of a group of securing mechanisms, like hoop-and-loop 
fasteners, elastic, fabric ties, and snaps. 

9. Claims 13-29, 30-31 , 37, 40-47 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Kassai et al. in view of Ranalli [US 4,993,090]. The structure outlined 
for Kassai's cover does not have dimensions for the shoulder and crotch strap slots and 
a flap to cover the portion of the slots disposed over the unused shoulder strap 
connections in the frame. Ranalli (fig. 1-6) teaches these features missing from 
Kassai's car seat cover. Ranalli discloses a child car seat cover 1 for a five-point 
harness system having flaps that cover the unused portion of the strap slots and are 
secured there using snaps. In Ranalli's cover 1 (as shown in fig. 2-4) flap 31 covers slot 
21. Similarly, flaps 31 and 35 (fig. 5) cover slots 21 and 23, respectively. Ranalli's 
cover is forty inches long and thirty-five inches wide with shoulder strap slots 21 and 23 
that are twelve to fifteen inches in length and crotch strap slot 22 length anywhere 
between three and fourteen inches (col. 5, lines 8-18, 38-50). It would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to modify Kassai's 
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cover to have features just described, in view of Ranalli's teaching, in order to provide 
easier adjustability and cover a portion of the slots for aesthetic reasons. While Ranalli 
teaches the features described above, the size and shape of the strap slots and the 
type of attachment device used on the flap are considered design choices, not 
patentably distinct features. 

10. Regarding method claims 40-45, during the normal and usual use of the car seat 
cover taught by Kassai and Ranalli (i.e., protecting the car seat and the child occupying 
it), the methods claimed are inherently performed, including cleaning and disposing of 
the cover when necessary. 

11. Claims 51, 53-55 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Kassai et al. in view of Brewer [US 6,517,153 B1]. Kassai teaches a canopy but 
lacks a toy mounting system. Brewer (fig. 10, 18-20) teaches a canopy 8 with a toy 
mounting system having a support structure 29 and straps 27 for hanging toys. It would 
have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to 
modify Kassai's canopy to include a toy mounting system in view of the teaching of 
Brewer, in order to enhance the child's enjoyment while seated in the car seat. 
Regarding method claims 54-55, it is determined that the normal and usual use of the 
car seat cover taught by Kassai and Brewer (i.e., protecting the car seat and the child 
occupying the seat), the methods claimed are inherently performed. 
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Conclusion 



12. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Stephens et al., Carnahan et al. and Sanchez et al. all show 
teachings of the claimed invention. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tania Abraham whose telephone number is 571-272- 
2635. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 8am - 4:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Peter Cuomo can be reached on 571-272-6856. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




